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Presently, battleships and minesweep-
ers from the major imperialist powers are
en route to, or already in, the Red Sea. A
Western ‘‘multinational minesweeping
force,”” spearheaded by the United
States, will shortly number some 17
vessels in Red Sea waters. Not to be out-
done, a Soviet naval force of some five or
six ships is likewise en route or already in
the area. All this is for the purpose of fin-
ding mines, defusing a threat to interna-
tional shipping, and restoring Red Sea
operations to a state of normalcy. But the
calculations, and compulsion, behind
this mushrooming naval presence lie
elsewhere. It could hardly be otherwise in
a world — and specifically, a region — of
heightened U.S.-Soviet rivalry, military
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buildups, and preparations for impen-
ding showdown. In the words of an un-
named Western diplomat stationed in
Cairo, ‘““What we have here is a substan-
tial buildup of both Russian and Western
naval forces in Red Sea waters as part of
an international effort to secure a vital in-
ternational waterway.’’ “‘Securing’’ this
waterway refers only incidentally to the
as yet nebulous, and very likely fabri-
cated, ““terrorist threat’’ to international
shipping. In fact, the current diveinto the
minesweeping fray is an ‘‘international
effort’’ by contending imperialist powers
which serves their all-around military
preparations.

The U.S. and Soviets are hardly
strangers to the area, of course. Egypt
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and Saudi Arabia are, after Israel, the
foremost recipients by far — in the region
and the world — of U.S. military aid and
exports. By virtue of this relationship the
U.S. has built up a network of air and
naval bases in the area, a network which
tacitly provides important ‘‘pre-posi-
tioning’’ and back-up potential for the
U.S. rapid deployment forces earmarked
for intervention in the region, particular-
ly in the Persian Gulf. The Soviets, enjoy-
ing similar relations with Ethiopia and
South Yemen, likewise cast their military
shadow across the area — the Soviet navy
making active use of installations in the
Dabhlac Islands (off the Ethiopian coast)
and at the South Yemen naval port of
Aden.
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Nor is the import of this military
posture limited to the Red Sea and its lit-
toral states. This is an area, after all,
situated within the broader ‘““Arc of
Crisis’”? — ranging from Afghanistan
through the Persian Gulf to the Horn of
Africa — which has emerged, since the
late '70s, as a decisive fulcrum of
U.S.-Soviet global contention. It is an
area marked by sharp instability, regional
conflicts and local insurgencies set in the
context of U.S.-Soviet maneuver. More,
the ““Arc of Crisis’’ is marked by the
overarching compulsion of the U.S. and
Soviets to bolster their own military pro-
jection capabilities (conventional and

Continued on page 8
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Hey Kid, C’'Mere... .
| Got Something
For You |

Seven years ago, Eric Hentzel (then 7
years old) and his brother Greg, age 11,
figured out a clever little scam for getting
free ice cream. At their local Farrell’s Ice
Cream Parlor in Palo Alto, California,
they filled out extra ‘‘birthday club’’
forms. *“We made up really phony names
and put different birthdays on, but our
own address,’” said Eric, now 14. Each
year, they would get notices for free sun-
daes, not only under their real names but
also for a second treat under their aliases.
This year, as the alias ‘‘Johnny
Klomberg’' approached his 18th birth-

_ day, something else arrived — a reminder

from the Selective Service that ‘‘Johnny’’
shouldn’t forget to register for the draft.
And so this year, *“Johnny”’ (a.k.a. Eric)
didn’t show up to claim his free ice
cream. ““We thought they’d recognize
us.”’

The story which unraveled from this
little incident is that the Selective Service
has been buying up lists of children and
their birthdays to feed into its computers.
This month, the agency acknowledged
that it had paid $5,687 last year for a list
of 167,000 names of other birthday-club
boys who would be 18 this year, so that it
could zero in on them to enforce registra-
tion.

 The Pentagon simultaneously revealed
that it spends about $250,000 a year on
commercial lists compiled by four other
companies: American Student List Co.
of Long Island, Market Development
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Corp. of Kansas City, the Market Com-
pilation and Research Bureau of Los
Angeles and Metro Mail of New York Ci-
ty. All in all, the Defense Department
turns in a mailing list of 1.6 million names
to the SSS, drawn from a variety of
sources, including (in addition to the
mailing-list brokers) high schools and
various' recruiting stations around the
country.

Confronted by Farrell’s Ice Cream’s
protestation of innocence, the broker
who had bought their list and passed it on
to the SSS conceded that they had not in-
formed Farrell's of the purchase. But
even this meager appearance of concern
did not extend to the ‘“‘information in-
dustry’’ itself: Jim.Parish, director of
marketing service for MCRB insisted *‘I
don’t feel strongly it’s immoral.’”’ He
added that such lists can be (and ap-
parently are) compiled from just about
anything — from sports camps’ registra-
tion, to records of children who send in
bubble gum wrappers to.get free baseball
hats.

The American Civil Liberties Union,

true to liberal tradition, questioned the

practice for all the wrong reasons, saying

_this was ‘‘unnecessary mischief’’ and that

“‘private lists are notoriously inac-
curate.”’ Meanwhile the Selective Service
itself, through its director of public af-
fairs Will Ebel, was coldly unrepentant:
““We do everything we can to get every
18-year-old to register. Qur concern is
equity. If your son registers, the guy who
lives across the street who is 18 should
have to register too.”’

So have no fear, if the tyke across your

. street has joined a sundae club, gone to

camp, collected bubble-gum cards» or
signed some mailing list during his tender
years...he is not only living the all-
American childhood, but also weaving
himself into U.S. imperialism’s web for
catching World War 3 cannonfodder.
“Equity’” will prevail, and he will be
fingered. Reassuring, isn’t it? C]
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Ronald Reagan,
Nicholas

The following article, from the series ““More Reflections and Sketches,”’ is p E Ctr E
reprinted from RW No. 205, May 13, 1983.
! . [

““This is not Russia in the time of Lenin.”’ Next to ‘‘this is not the *60s,’’ that o f R evo I u t I o n :

is one of the favorite statements of those who have (or at least feel strongly that
they have) a stake in mot seeing revolution in the U.S. and who want to
discourage not only the development of a revolutionary movement in general 3 =
but of a Marxist-Leninist force capable of acting as its vanguard in particular. By BOb Avaklan
Of course, on the most obvious level, this is not Russia in the time of Lenin.
But that is after all so obvious that I would be tempted to ask, *“You say that to
say what?'’ — except that I already know the answer to that, too, as mentioned
just above. ; .

All this is background for the fact that not too long ago a story was reported :
to me about how someone interviewed on a TV program about unemployment
in the U.S. — a white-collar worker I think — after reciting how traumatic the
experience of facing long-term unemployment was, made the remark that
something had better be done soon to deal with this situation or Reagan might
end up as the Nicholas Il of America. Nicholas II was the tsar in Russia who
was overthrown by the February, 1917 revolution, which preceded by 8 months
the proletarian revolution led by Lenin.

While it is true not only that the U.S. today is not Russia of that time but
more generally that there is a limitation to analogies (and a danger in applying
them too broadly), it struck me that there are several points of interest about
this image of Reagan as the Nicholas Il of the U.S. First, under Nicholas II
there was a period of dark reaction in response to a revolutionary upsurge that
was crushed. These years-of his reign (after 1905), which proved to be his last,
were especially shrouded in obscurantism. To what degree this was consciously
promoted and to what degree it was a product of the rot eating away around the
seats of power of the old order is perhaps difficult to determine; but in any case
there is a certain (and again limited) analogy with Reagan’s association with
and deliberate promotion of obscurantism and in particular ‘‘old-time
religion” in the midst of the darkening clouds of crisis and social decay. (Take
for example his idiotic comment in his recent State of the Union address that he
would champion “‘a constitutional amendment to permit voluntary school
prayer; God should never have been expelled from America’s classrooms’” —
does he think these up on his own or does he have to pay other peopletodoit?!)
It is important to understand that Reagan’s words and actions in this sphere
represent a deliberate device to send out a message to the solid social base of the
bourgeoisie and reaction that they need no longer be on the defensive — that
know-nothingism and its disciples and followers have a place in the great im-
perialist scheme of things, especially now — and on the other hand to in-
timidate and politically paralyze — and drive into the arms of enlightened
liberal imperialist leaders — those who are potential protestors or rebels.

Next, it was under Nicholas II that Russia went into world war — at first
with a wave of chauvinism (patriotic fervor) sweeping across the land but
before long with the agony and degradation of seemingly endless carnage mak-
ing itself felt. Perhaps it will be Reagan’s distinction to lead America once more
into war — with god on its side. Perhaps and only perhaps, because other
things might intervene to prevent that — Reagan might be replaced as chief ex-
ecutive and commander-in-chief before then . .. or revolution might prevent
world war.

That brings us to the point that was at the heart of the comment by the
unemployed worker comparing Reagan to Nicholas I1. It might possibly fall to
Reagan to preside over not only the deepening of the crisis but the cracking and
splitting apart of the old order into a revolutionary situation and perhaps a suc-
cessful revolution. While there are actually many important differences be-
tween Russia at the time of Nicholas 11 and the U.S. today, the fact that the
spectre of Reagan becoming the Nicholas II of America — the spectre of
revolution right in the U.S. — could be raised in such an interview and ap-
parently not immediately dismissed as ridiculous is very significant. It should
be a source of encouragement to all those who would like to see such a develop-
ment, and something to think about for those who glibly keep repeating that
“This is not Russia in the time of Lenin.”

A final thought on this for now. The fall of Nicholas II was not yet the pro-
letarian revolution; it did not yet mean the overthrow of imperialism and the
bourgeoisie in Russia. In fact tsarism was immediately replaced by the govern-
ment of democrats, progressives, even bourgeois socialists serving im-
perialism. While, again, the situation in the U.S. today is different — and
specifically there is not a preliminary task of overthrowing a monarchy and the
social forces represented by it before carrying out the proletarian-socialist
revolution as there was in Russia — there is a basic lesson to be learned here.
Revolutions, as }.enin insisted, are not simple, straight-line-forward affairs in
which two armies line up facing each other, one clearly for imperialism, the
other for socialism; revolutions involve many different class forces, each with
their own interests, outlook and concrete demands, and the enemy does not
present simply one face-or stick to only one tactic. Revolutions require,
especially of the advanced class, that it be able to recognize and deal with the
decisive turning points and with the class interests and forces involved in all ma-
jor events and actions leading up to and even more so during a revolutionary
crisis and upheaval. It is for this that the class-conscious proletariat and its
vanguard must now be making active and serious preparation.
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down!
It’s going
come down to

Elections are

the wrong arena.
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